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contributions has already been deliv-
ered. 

What we do with the OCE at this 
point is very much beside the point. 
It’s little more than a sideshow. We 
need to concern ourselves with the dig-
nity of the House. That is our collec-
tive responsibility. It does not fall out-
side of our jurisdiction. 

As I have said many times before, 
Mr. Speaker, the PMA cloud that 
hangs over this body rains on Demo-
crats and Republicans alike. We are in 
this swamp together, but we can’t grab 
a shovel while we are covering our eyes 
and plugging our ears. 
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IMMEDIATE NEEDS FUNDING FOR 
FEMA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to bring the voices of my con-
stituents in Jefferson County, Wis-
consin, to the floor of the people’s 
House. 

In 2008, homes along the northern 
shore of Lake Koshkonong and within 
the surrounding community were abso-
lutely devastated by a record-setting 
flood. This was a 500-year flood event. 
It is the same one that ravaged much 
of the upper Midwest and, in par-
ticular, Wisconsin and Iowa. 

During that storm, I knew that the 
damage was going to be devastating 
and that many of the houses in our 
community would be beyond repair. 
What I didn’t know was that, almost 2 
years after the floods, the agency upon 
which they relied would be leaving 
these hardworking Americans behind. 
You see, in February of this year, 
FEMA instituted what it calls ‘‘imme-
diate needs funding.’’ Basically, they 
are freezing already approved funds to 
folks in Wisconsin and in other disaster 
areas across the country. 

A couple of weekends ago, I had the 
chance to visit with property owners 
from my district, of whom I have the 
privilege of representing, who have 
been affected. They are survivors of the 
2008 floods. I wanted to hear their sto-
ries. Many brought photos and letters. 
They brought their own unique stories. 
They brought their anger and their 
frustrations. 

I met with Gene and Marie Harris at 
their home on Lamp Road, one of the 
most extensively damaged neighbor-
hoods in this flood. The damage was so 
extensive that their house was abso-
lutely uninhabitable and has been since 
the flood. They showed me photos of 
before, during, and after, and we talked 
about the tangle of bureaucratic red 
tape that they waded through in order 
to get approved for the FEMA dollars. 
They were approved for the FEMA 
money, but they haven’t received a 
penny because of the funding freeze. 
When I asked Marie to recall what they 
had gone through back in June of 2008, 
not surprisingly, she welled up with 
tears. 

Mr. Speaker, our hearts go out to the 
victims of the recent floods and of nat-
ural disasters. Yet I fear we suffer from 
that old adage, ‘‘Out of sight, out of 
mind.’’ Once the cameras are packed 
away and the news crews leave for the 
next breaking story, what happens to 
the victims and survivors of these nat-
ural disasters? Will the families in 
Tennessee or in Arkansas suffer the 
same fate as Wisconsinites and Iowans? 
Will they see their funding from FEMA 
freeze even after it has been approved? 

One would hope that the system of 
emergency response would keep on 
plugging away, assisting the families 
in need across this country, but we 
have seen that system completely 
break down. This is unacceptable. 

It has been 2 years since their homes 
were devastated, and my neighbors are 
still living in temporary housing, and 
they are enduring financial chaos. One 
man is homeless. Another family is on 
the verge of bankruptcy because of the 
situation that FEMA has left them in. 

I know this is wrong. My constitu-
ents know this is wrong. The Federal 
Government has to do better. 
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b 1815 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. JONES addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 
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ENERGY INDEPENDENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, this Na-
tion has sent millions of good jobs to 
other countries over the last 30 or 40 
years because of environmental rules, 
regulations, and red tape. This has hurt 
millions of poor and lower-income and 
working people by destroying jobs and 
driving up prices on everything. 

The BP oil spill in the Gulf is a ter-
rible thing, and we need to do all we 
reasonably can to see that something 
like this does not happen again. How-
ever, some extremists want us to stop 
offshore oil production entirely. Talk 
about wrecking our economy. Talk 
about killing countless numbers of 
jobs. And all this at a time when our 
unemployment is far too high and 
underemployment is even higher. 

John Engler, the former Governor of 
Michigan, wrote a column 5 days ago in 
the Washington Times under the head-
line, ‘‘Drilling Moratorium is a Jobs 
Moratorium.’’ Governor Engler wrote, 
‘‘Our country cannot afford to use this 
accident as an excuse for an overbroad 
moratorium that stops progress to the 
detriment of our economic and na-
tional security. We do not need to 
choose between energy security and en-
vironmental safety. We need to con-
tinue to strive for both.’’ 

Charles Krauthammer, the TV com-
mentator and columnist, is respected 
even by people with whom he disagrees 
as one of the smartest men in this city. 
He recently wrote a column asking 
why we were drilling in 5,000 feet of 
water in the first place. He wrote, ‘‘En-
vironmental chic has driven us out 
there. Environmentalists have suc-
ceeded in rendering the Pacific and 
nearly all the Atlantic Coast off limits 
to oil production. And, of course, in the 
safest of all places, on land, we’ve had 
a 30-year ban on drilling in the Arctic 
National Wildlife Refuge.’’ 

Mr. Krauthammer is right. For many 
years, we have tried to allow drilling 
on about 2,000 or 3,000 acres of the Arc-
tic Wildlife Refuge. ANWR is 19.8 mil-
lion acres, some 35 times the size of the 
Great Smoky Mountains National 
Park. The Smokies get over 9 million 
visitors a year, and people think it is 
huge. They cannot humanly com-
prehend how big ANWR is, yet it is 
home to only a couple hundred people 
in the village of Kaktovik and gets a 
couple of hundred visitors each year. 
Yet radical environmentalists, who al-
most always come from very wealthy 
or upper-income families, oppose oil 
production almost everyplace. They 
want gas to double or triple in cost so 
people will drive less. They can’t relate 
to people who cannot afford gas that 
costs $7 or $8 or $10 a gallon like it does 
in some other countries. 

Not only would shooting the cost of 
gas way up cause the loss of huge num-
bers of jobs, it would put the final nail 
in the coffins of many small towns and 
rural areas. People in rural areas gen-
erally have to drive longer distances to 
get to their jobs. Already, two-thirds of 
the counties in the U.S. are losing pop-
ulation. Yet, once again, radical envi-
ronmentalists see nothing wrong with 
this. Most of them are city people, any-
way. They probably think it would be 
good if everyone was forced to live in 25 
or 30 urban areas, with the rest of the 
country left totally empty and people 
could be bused to a national park or 
wilderness area every couple of 
months, under government supervision, 
of course, so they would not harm the 
land. 

Everyone pays lip service to energy 
independence, but we already had 84 
percent of our U.S. oil off limits even 
before the President imposed this lat-
est moratorium. Environmental radi-
cals will say they, too, want energy 
independence. But, then, environ-
mental groups oppose drilling for oil, 
cutting any trees, digging for any coal, 
or producing any natural gas because 
of the pipelines and the refineries. And, 
heaven forbid, they certainly don’t 
want more nuclear power. 

The opposition varies from group to 
group and geographic location, but the 
environmentalists are always there to 
fight any kind of energy production ex-
cept for solar and wind. But then some 
oppose the windmills, too. And solar 
energy, despite mega billions in gov-
ernment subsidies over the last 30 
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